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TO THE 


JREADER 


T is not unknown to the World how the Proteſtant Diſſen- 
ters have been long ſtigmatiz' d with the odious Name of 
Schiſmatieks, and as ſuch treated with the higheſt Con- 
tempt and Violence, and that more of late than ever, fo that 
Defence of em was in a manner become abſolutely neceſſary. 
+ Accordingly one Mr. Owen in a Book call'd Plain-Dealing, (pub- 
liſh'd laft Year) by ſeveral coneluſive Arguments, juftify'd that Se- 
paration on which that black and heinous Imputation is founded. 
This Performance was made uſe of as a Pretence by ſome to 
declare themſelves his Enemies, whereupon an Indictment was 
prefer'd againſt him, tho' the chief Occafion of that violent Pro- 
ceſs was not really the Book, but his giving the Government cer- 
tain Informations of the Riots at Mancheſter, as one of the main 
Profecugors, openly: declar'd in Preſence of ſeveral Gentlemen, 
ſome of whom made Afﬀidavits of it: This the World may de- 
pend upon as true Matter of Fact, I having it from good Hands. 
This grievous Treatment was more aggravated by the inhu- 
man Attempts made to ruin his Reputation: The giddy Populace 
were made to believe Mr. Owen was for intruding into the Church, 
when he was 8 why he and others kept away from it: 
To this was added the Calumny of notorious Lyes in Plain-Deal- 
ing; and the Author's being a 1 Lyer was induſtriouſſy 
fpread among the Mob, who bellowꝰ'd out their furious Invectives 
and Curſes againſt him and his Book in every Corner, threatning 
Death to his Perſon, and Demolition to his Houſe, exc. 
The chief Promoters of theſe Contumches were Two Curates } 
(one of 'em born at Mianchefltr) who by ſome Hackney Sermons -, - 
$ preach'd; in-ſtveral Churches, run about Town and ( to | 
clamour People into an ilb Opinion of  Plair-Dealing and its Au- | 
thor ; and their unchriſtian Atternpts of this kind in Pulpit and | 
Common Converſation, were ſoon after tranſmitted to the Peo> f 
e,. in. a {mall Libcl. entitled, Plain-Dealing proved to be Plain- | 


ng. 


— * Is 
Y ke - 12 * 5 _ 
2 IE r r _ 


* 
5 
} 
2 
4 
5 
: 
1 
1 
Þ 
| & 


| Jy "x . = bs „. 8 
„The Bock Fathers it ſelf, it being the Abſtract of thoſe In- 
veRtives; and Objections made againſt Plain-Dealing in their & c- 
N ons at Converſe, and they are Confifſidly deſigned to furth 
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be DEDICATION. © 


Hat End in Print, which they ſo much ſerved when preach'd, 


viz, ro exaſperate the People againſt Mr. Owen and his „un- 
der Pretence it was full of Lyes, and he the worſt of Men : 
Thus the People's Paſſions were blown up on purpoſe to divert 
their Underſtandings. - '- + + | 
That weak Thing is too mean in it ſelf to deſerve any Reply 
but when ſuch a piece of Folly and Miſrepreſentation 4 
among the Multitude for an Anſwer, it may not be improper to 
put — to ſuch a Current of Infamy. 5 1 
Now my Defign in anſwering that Libel (which if Mr. Owen 
would have done himſelf I ſhould not have attempted) is to de- 
fend the injur'd Reputation of the Plain-Dealer, and chaſtiſe the 
Inſolence of his Adverſaries, who make Lyes their Refuge, when 
at the ſame time they Calumniate good and peaceable Men with 
the worſt Characters: I believe none will fay I can be too ſevere 
on ſuch Perſons while I keep within the Bounds of Truth, 
which I ſhall 22 tye myſelf unto in the following Treatiſe. 
The Method theſe Curates made uſe of, leads me ſometimes in 
the Body of the Book, to ſpeak of ſome of the Clergy, where I 
mean only ſuch as are diſaffected to King Gxoxox, the reſt I 
honour and reverence, and ſo I am fatisfy'd does the Plain-Dealer. 
The Sophiſtry, Tricking, and Malice propenſe the Curates 
are convicted of in the following Performance, will appear to 
any impartial Reader: I will not (as they have ſerv'd W Ow ) 
pick out only here and there what I apprehend to be a Miſtake in 
the Book, and then condemn the wich Work, and the Authors as 
malicious, falſe, deſpicable, &c. for the ſake of a few ſuppos d Er- 
rors, but I will fairly examine every Paragraph in that Ebllection, 
and leave the Reader to judge of their Libel and my Remarks as 


he ſhall ſee moſt Reaſon in either. | * 2 
12 And ſo fare wel. 


P. & Whether both the Curates be jointly the Authors of 
Plain-Lying, or only one of em, I am not concern'd to know, nei- 
ther is it material; it's probable the leaſt of em had the greateſt 
hand in it, if not the —_ yet it's certain both of em have in 
their Sermons and Converſe made uſe of the Objections contain'd 
in that pretended Proof, and this may ſerve as a Reaſon why l 
anĩmad vert upon both of em in the egſuing Treatiſe, which is 
an Anſwer to their il|-natur'd Clamours, as well as the unmatt- 
nerly and malicious Libel. n 
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VINDICATION 


; 
H E Deſign of that diminitive Performance arrogant- 
i ly entitled, Plain-Dealing prov'd to be Plam-Lying, is to 
erſwade the good People in and about Marrington, 
That Mr. Owen, the Author of that Book, is a Per- 
Al ſon of no Credit, becauſe Mr. Worſley and Mr. Hor- 
robin, a brace of High-C----h Levites have, by their uncommon 
Sagacity diſcover'd ſo many Faults in that Treatiſe, or in the 
Curates's more learned and modeſt Language ſo much Plain-Ly- 
rks as ing in Plain- Dealing. * 1 | 2 128 
| | Thoſe Falſhoods, as they term 'em, ate regiſtred under 22 
ewel. Heads, being. ſo man Quotations out of F lain-Dealing,, with 
| ſome rude and 3 Remarks on moſt of em, which 
rs of Remarks they palm upon the World for a Confutation of Mr. 
„ nei- Owen, and wou'd have their blind Votaries to believe it ſach 5 
eatelt but thanks be to God, we are not yet ſhrouded in that darkneſs 
ave in of Popery, wherein the Word of a Prieſt muſt paſs for a Sacred 
tain'd Oracle; but are ſtill in poſſeſſion of ſo much light, as may ena- 
why 1 ble every Man to put in practice that excellent Rule of the Apo- 
ich is } file's, Prove all things; hold faſt that which is goad, 1 Theſſ. 5. 21. 
nrmafi- Now to give thoſe, whom it may Concern, -an opportunity 
of ſeeing how much they have been impos'd upen by theſe two 
Prieſts, who ſeem: defirous of being thought the unerring Guides 
of Conſcience, I'll confider every Quotation addac'd from Plait- 
Dealing, with the Curate's Objections to each of em, whereby 
it will appear how little they have behaved themſclres as Ma- 
ſters either of Reaſon or Honeſty, in that trifling Book, the E- 
pitome of their unreaſonable Clamours... N 
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I. The Firſt Lie charg'd upon Mr. 0. . n is, „ That the Eng- 


4 id Proteſtant Difſenters agree with the eftabliſh'd Church, in 
all the Eſſentials of our Religion and Circumſtances, and Acts 


« of * too, as far as they are agreeable to the Word of 


The Curates's Anſwer is, That this can't be juſtly ſaid by a Preſ- 
byterian, of either Quakers, Anabaptiſis or Independents, who are all 
Engliſh Proteftant Diſſenters. 

To this I Reply, I know of no Presbyterian that ſays ſo, nei- 
ther can I find in Plain-Dealing, that Mr. 0... = intimates any 
ſugh thing, but ſeems rather to have guarded againſt this Obje- 
ction in his Preface to that Book, p. 5. where he ſays, The deſign 
of the following Treatiſe is to juſtify the Modern Prot:ſtant Diſſenters 
who are found in the Faith, 

Here its plain Mr. O. .»'s meaning is, That thoſe Proteſtant 
Diſſenters, who are ſound in the Faith, agree with the Church 
in all the Eſſentials of our Religion and Circumſtances, and 


an of Worſhip too, as far as they are agreeable to the Word of 
od. 4 


The Curate's Anſwer, this can't be ſaid by a Presbyterian, of 


either Quakers, Anabaptiſts or Independents ; now pray what 
is this to the Purpoſe ? For if any of theſe be not ſound in the 
Faith, (which Mr. O. . . » does not determine, and the Curates 
wou'd be hard ſet to prove) they are not thoſe Mr. O. . 
pleads for; if they be ſound in the Faith, the Curates's An- 
{wer is impertinent. 8 
It is at leaſt very ungenteel of the Curates thus groſly to miſre- 


preſent Mr. 0...» ; they ought in juſtice to have taken Notice 


of this Caveat ; but it was not for their Purpoſe, twould have 
rob'd the World of a notable Diſcovery ; therefore to ſully Mr. 
O. . 1's Reputation, and advance their own, they reſolve to con- 
ceal the Truth from their Readers: But I envy em not the 
Honour of this their firſt Eſſay in Defence of that Cauſe b 

which they live, and have their . as Clerks, and from which 
they receive their daily Bread, for its ſo weak and irrational, 
that if their next Performance be not more to the Purpole, the 
Church may juſtly think her Eaſter dues ill beſtow'd on 'em, eſ- 


pecially the Poor of a certain Pariſh, whoſe Faces are ground 


with hard Oppreſſion. 


II. A Second Lie charg'd on Mr. 0... is his ſaying, „ By 
© the Canon Parents are not allowed to dedicate their own 
1. Children in Baptiſm. + 2 "roo 

The Curates very wiſely Anſwer, That the Canon ſays, Parents 
all not be urged to be preſent at the Baptiſm" of their own Children, 2 
ln 5 


(3) 


does not forbid "em to preſent their Children with their own Hands to the 


Miniſter, if they think fit. 110 
In this Anſwer I can't but obſerve ſomewhat ſo like Knavery 
and Ignorance, that a Layman of common Senſe and Ingenuity 
wou'd fcorn to be guilty of, | 
1. This Anſwer diſcovers ſomewhat very like Knavery ; for 
they conceal that vat of the Canon Mr. 0...'s Argument is 
rounded upon, and yet with a great deal of Afurance refer the 
cader to the Canon 29. | 3 1 
Mr. 0... appeal'd to that Canon as not allowing Parents to 
dedicate their own Children; the Curates in effect deny this, 
and repreſent the Canon as only ſaying Parents ſhall not be 
urged to be preſent at their Children's Baptiſm, and wou'd 
perſwade the World there is nothing in the Canon reſpecting 
the Parent as a dedicator, as Mr. O.. affirm'd : But if an 
Perſon conſult the ſaid Canon, he'll find that part of it to which 
Mr. 0... refer'd, wholly and cunningly omitted by the Curates, 
and that in the moſt diſingenuous manner; for that Canon be- 
gins thus, No Parent ſball be urged to be preſent, nor be admitted 
to anſwer as aeg for his own Child, which fully proves Mr. 
O0. . . s Propofition, that Parents are not Ry to dedicate 
their own Children in Baptiſm, n 
Now I appeal to any Man of Underſtanding, whether Mr. 
0... 's ſaying Parents are not allowed to dedicate their own Chil- 
dren, and the Canons ſayiFg no Parent ſhall be admitted to 
anſwer as Godfather for his own Child, be not convertible Pro- 
poſitions, and in effect the ſame. 15 ** 
This Iam ſatisfy'd, the Curates, as weak as they are, could 
not avoid ſeeing; but ſince they are reſolv'd this Aſſertion of 
Mr. O. . . 's ſhould paſs for a Falſhood, they make no Scruple 


9 


of telling the World it is ſo; and to ſupport this Reſolution, 


they very diſhoneſtly conceal that part of the Canon which re- 
ſpeAs the Parent as a Dedicator, or Anſwerer for bis Child, 
which is all one, and then moſt unfairly inſinuate there is no 
ſuch thing in the Canon. 

Can there be any greater Violence offer'd to the Common 
Senſe of Mankind, than ſuch Practices as theſe ? Are ſuch Men 
fit to wear the Liv'ry of a Reformed Church, or indeed of any 
Chriſſ ian Church? Can the Oracles of God be ſafe in ſuch pro- 

fane Hands as theſe, who dare attempt to deceive in things ſo 
obvious and plain? Even a Pagan, who has any Notion of Com- 
mon Honeſty, might upon ſuch an Occaſion be tempted to ſay, 
Are theſe thy Prieſis, Oh Jeſus ? 

2. In this Anſwer we have a Sketch of their Ignorance. 

Mr. O. . . ſays, Parents, by the Canon, are not allowed to de- 
dicate their own Children: To this, the acute Anſwerers re- 


B 2 % ply, * 


Ge Pariſhaner know, that he can't have his Child baptiz'd at 
2. * 


(4) : 
ply, they may preſent their Children with their own Hands if 
they Pleaſe, OE Pre 2a: | | 8 
This Manual preſenting, which a Midwife, or any other Perſon 
may do, as well as the Parents, they, poor Gentlemen! unlucki- 
ly apprehend to be the ſame with Dedication, tho' any one who 
ever took Notice of the Office of Publick Baptiſm, can't but 
know that the Godfathers and Godmothers are the only Perſons, 
who by Subſtitution for the Child, devote themſelves to the 
Service of God, - | | 
Phis is properly Dedication, and if the Curates were igno- 
rant of it before, I hope they'll not be diſoblig'd at me for this 
— of Intelligence; which, however, I can't but expect, if 
Stubbornneſs attends their Ignorance, which is ſeldom other- 
wiſe when that Diſeaſe lurks in any Members of the yenerable 


Body, 


III. Another Falſhood charg'd on Mr. 0... is his ſaying, 
„The Church prefers Sureties in Baptiſm, and Kneeling at the 
* Sacrament (the Inventions of Men) before the Two Sacra- 
ments, which are the Inſtitutions of God, becauſe the latter 
#* can't be had without the former. | 

To this the Curates profoundly reply, ; 

That the Church declares in her Preface to the Common-Pray:r-Book, 
that her Ceremonies may, upon jo Cauſe be chany'd, and are not to 
be efleen#d equal to God's Law ; that her inſiſting on them in ordinary 
Caſes, is no more a preferring them to the Sacraments, than a Presby- 
terian Teacher's cle to preach always in a black Coat, is a prefer- 
ring 7 — Invention to Preaching. ; | 

ence I obſerve, f 

x, That this ſhuffling Anſwer (if it does any thing) confirms 
Mr. O. 's Aſſertion, and inſtead of mending the Matter, makes 
bad worſe. | | 
Mr. 0... was not ſo weak, as it may be the Curates would 
haye been in the like Caſe, to argue the Churches Principles 
from her Practices; no, all that he proves, or attempts to prove, 
is, that by the Impoſit ion and Practices of the G.... h Sure- 
ties, and Kneeling, are practically prefer'd in the Publick Admi- 
niſtration of thoſe . to the Ordinances themſelves 


without em; this is evident from the Reaſon Mr. O. .. adduces, 


becauſe, ſays he, the latter can't be had without the former, i. e. 
heeaufe Publick Baptiſm and the Sacrament can't be had without 
Furetieg S IIEIT gle 

Is not thigas plain as the Noſe upon a Man's Face ? Does not 


hurgh without Godfathers and Godmothers, and that he can't 
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ordinarily receive the Communion without Kneeling ? Cav. 2. 
And is not every common Perſon capable of drawing this juſt and 
natural Inference from it, that this is a practical preterring of 
theſe two Ceremonies, to the Sacraments themſelves, when the 
former is made the Condition of the latter ? 

Let then every Man judge, whether the Curates ſaying the 
Church declares her Ceremonies may be chang'd upon juſt Occa- 
fion, does the leaſt diſprove Mr. O.. . 's Aﬀertion. 

Ail that the Curates urge comes to no more than this, as if 
they ſhould ſay, truely the Church does impoſe theſe Ceremo. 


nies as neceſſary to the participating of theſe Ordinanccs in Pub. 


lick ; but her Mind is, that they are not ſo neceſſary, but _ 


may upon juſt Cauſe be chang'd, and are not to be eſteem'd equa 

to God's —_ i e. She does in Practice prefer em to the pure 
Ordinauces without them, but in Principle ſhe holds otherwiſe; 
then let all Men judge if this be not making bad worſe. 

2. It's remarkable how the Curates vilify the Conſtitutions of 
the Eſtabliſh'd Church, by comparing them to the private Reſo- 
lutions of a Presbyterian Teacher, and by making Th Compari- 
ſon capable of the ſame Concluſions Mr. 0... draws from the 
Canons of the Church. 

Probably this may be an Item what Opinion theſe Val mited 
Sparks may have of their Canons, viz. that they are no more 


binding than the Reſolutions of a private Perſon (for ſuch they 


eſteem all Diſſenting Teachers) and that they are no longer Rules 
for them than is conſiſtent with their own Conveniency. 

But can it be ſuppos'd theſe Sprigs of Divinity ſhould know 
no Difference between a Perſon's > an indifferent thing a 
Rule to himſelf, and his impoſing that as neceſſary upon others? 


Jam ſure the Difference is very wide, and any body may eaſily - 


ſee it who is capable of Reflection. 

But to undeceive the Reader, I muſt acquaint him there never 
was any Presbyterian Teacher that (as the Curates would in- 
finuate) reſolved to make a black Garb a neceflary Appendage 
to Preaching, I know none of 'em but who would Preach 
in any other grave Colour they uſually wore, were there occa- 
fion to do ſo: Presbyterians in England, in Scotland, and other 
Foreign Parts, have frequently done ſo, as thinking it no Re- 
flection, ſince Chriſt and his Apoſtles commonly Preach'd in 
their common Habits. 


IV. The Curates give Mr. O... the Lie on account of his 
ſaying, „The People invade the Miniſterial Office, by read- 
ing half the Pſalms, &c. a Practice not warranted in Scrip- 
f* ture, p. 17. This is forbid by St. Paul, who orders Women to 
1 keep Silence in the Church, 1 Cor. 14. 34. 8 

0 
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(9) 

To this the Levites anſwer, St. Paul only forbids them to Preach, 
Sing 55 Pſalms (ſay they) is as much a Breach of St. Paul's InjunBion, 
and as much an Invaſion of the Miniſterial Office as reading them. We 
read, Judges 21. 2. 3. That the People came to the Houſe of God, and 
faid, O! Lord God of Iſrael.— and Col. 3. 16. We ar: commanded'to 
teach and admoniſh one another in Pſalms, Hymns, and Spiritual Songs 3 
fo that the Practice is commended and warranted in Scripture, 


Here I Remark, 

1. That we have nothing but the Clergymen's Word for it, 
that St. Pan / only forbids Women to Preach, 1 Cor. 14. 34. 

The Word of a Prieſt may, perhaps, be the be and laſt 
Aſſurance ſome will defire for the Sent: of a Text, but I think 
the Dernier Reſort even in that Caſe, is to every Man's own Rea- 
ſon, = he has confider'd and compar'd things as well as he is 
capable. DET 

Now in my Apprehenſion, the Senſe of that Text is otherwiſe 
than the Curates ſo dogmatically determine, yet I would not have 
any believe what I ſay on this Score, purely becauſe I ſay ſo, 
(tho' I have as much right to their Aſſent on that account as the 
Curates, or any Perfons have) but as they themſelves ſhall judge 
what I ſay rational and concluſive. | 
It's evident from the Context, 1 Cor. 14. that there were great 
Confuſions in the Corinthian Church, occafion'd by ſeveral Men 
and Women ſpeaking at once in the Congregation, v. 23. If 
therefore the whole Church be come together into one place, and all ſpeak 
with Tongues, and there come in thoſe that are unlearned and Unbelievers, 
will they not ſay ye are mad, v. 26. How is it, Brethren ! when ye come 
together, every one of you hath a Pſalm, hath a Doftrine, hath a Tongue, 
hath a Revelation, hath an Interpretation. 

Now to remedy this Evil, the Apoſtle directs (1.) That only 
one ſhould ſpeak at a time in the Church, v. 27. by Courſe, v. 31. 
and one by one. (2.) As to the Women, they are excluded by the 
Apoſtle from ſpeaking in the Church _=— any account, and not 
only from preaching, as the Curates _ imagine; for if we 
compare the 34th and 35th Verſes of the foremention'd Chatter, 
we ſhall find the Women are forbid not only ſpeaking as Teachers, 
but as Learners too; they were not ſo much as to ſpeak in the 
Church by way of Queſtion, for their own Information, thus, 
1 Cor. 14. 34, 35. Let your Women keep Silence in your Churches, for 
it's not permitted unto them to ſpeak— And if they will learn any 
thing, let em ask their Husbands at Home, for it's a Shame for Women to 
ſpeak in the Church. 

So that Mr. O... has much more Reaſon on his fide, for 
that which theſe ſmall Sophiſters are ſo well bred as to term a 


Lie, than the Curates have for their dogmatical Aſſertion, that 
; t. 
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St. Paul only forbids Women to Preach, which by their own pri- 

vate Authority they would force upon the World for Truth. 

2. That theſe two Clergymen poſitively affirm, that Singing 

of Pſalms is as much a Breach of St. Paul's Injunction, and as 

much an Invaſion of the Miniſterial Office as Reading them, but 
rove neither. | 

Indeed, they pretend to adduce Col. 3. 16. in favour of what 
they ſay, but in this Quotation they as wretchedly impoſe upon 
the Reader, as in the Buſineſs of the Canon, e. 9. had they tran- 
ſcrib'd the whole Verſe to which they refer, it would have over- 
thrown their Poſition, for the Words run thus, Teaching and ad- 
moniſhing one another in Pſalms and Hymns, and Spiritual Songs, ſinging 
with Grace in your Hearts to the Lord; but they leave out the all 
Part as Verſe, Singing, c. becauſe it contradicted what 
they ſaid. 

b tis plain, that finging of Pſalms is an Advice of St. 
Paul's to Chrittians in general, without the Diſtinction of Male 
and Female; and therefore, not a Breach of his Injunction for 
the Women's Silence in the Church, as the Curates affirm, 

But how does this prove that the Peoples reading the Pſalms, 
eſpecially alternately, is agreeable to St. Paul's Command? Why, 
according to the High-C- - Method of 1 Scripture, by 
leaving out the latter end of the Verſe, which diſcovers the 
Apoſtle's Meaning; and thus the Curates make the Text, whe. 
ther it will or no, ſpeak what they want to prove, tho' contrary 
to the Intent of the Holy Ghoſt, 

If this Artifice fail, they are at a Loſs for any Proof out of the 
New Teſtament, and I challenge them, with the beſt Aſſiſtance 
they are able to procure, to bring one concluſive Argument out of 
the perfect Rule of Faith and Worſhip for ſuch a Practice. 

But if the New Teſtament fail them, they think the Old will 
help em out at this dead Lift, for this end they rn Judges 21. 2. 
; The People came to the Houſe of God, and ſaid, O, Lord God of 
Iſrael. 

A very pretty Argument indeed, and wonderfully Concluſive, 


| that becauſe the / aelites in a Time of publick Calamity, when it 


does not appear there was a Prieſt among em, came and hum- 
bled CE. before the Lord, and pray'd, Lord God why is this 
come to paſs in Iſrael, that there ſhould be to day one Tribe lacking in 
Iſrael, v. 3. Therefore Chriſtians are commanded in Scripture to 
read the Pſalms aloud, and promiſcuouſly in the Church. | 
As for the Curate, who — not had the Happineſs of an Aca- 
demical Education, there may be ſome Allowance of this kind 
granted him, but as for the Hanging- ſleeve Reader, who has loi- 
ter'd away ſo much time at the Univerfity, as to recommend him 
to a Degree, ſuch arguing in him is intollerable, and a Reproach 


to 


(8) 
to his Teachers, who are hereby Directed, Order'd, and Autho- tale 
riz'd, to remand him to his firſt Rudiments of Philoſophy in his nion 
proper College, and there to detain him till he can prove his Prot 
right to Diſmiſſion in Mood and Figure. | : * 
| res 
V. Mr. O. .. is charg'd with ſaying poſitively, „The Church efe 
« appoints and impoſes falſe Species of Miniſters, viz. Biſhops afler 
„and Deacons. | New 
there 
Having aſſured the World that Mr. 0... ſaid fo, they thought a (c) 4 
Diſproof” of what he ſaid needleſs, not doubting but their own and 
Tory-Party, who are given up to believe Lies (becauſe they are Mr. 
reſoly'd to believe none but themſelves) would, for the Credit of em v 
that ſcandalous Collection, and the Conſecrated Scandal-Dri vers, eſt 
immediately believe it a Lie of Mr. O. .. s coining, as ſoon as ceſan 


ropoſed. Ar 
Bur that Mr. O. . is baſely miſrepreſented in this Quotation, me u 
will appear from three Things. flame 
E Mc. 0... s Propoſition is hypothetical and not poſitive, as Biſhe 
the Curates repreſent it, He only ſays, When a Church appoints byter 
and ' 7 0k a falſe Species of Miniſters, and different from what rhe Ho- Volu 
ly Ghoſt has inſtituted, on pretence of a Jure Divino, it's a ſinful Impoſi- Eit 
tion. Plain-Dealing, p. 11. | what 
2. The Curates groſly abuſe the World as well as Mr. O. . . #, Engla 
by telling them Mr. O... quarrePd with Biſhops in general, as a ty, 0 
falſe Species of Miniſters, when in reality he confines himſelf to 1 
a Dioceſan Biſhop, and only ſays ſuch a one is not to be found migh 
in Scripture ; for the truth of this, He m__ to the Confeiſi- founc 
on of the beſt Defenders of Dioceſan Epiſcopacy. Worl 
This Appeal the Curates take no Notice of, it being a thing Dioce 


not to be diſproy'd, and the Scrutiny wou'd have been but lit- quair 
tle to their Ad vantage; for a Liſt of thoſe great Defenders of If 
the Church, who have granted the Dioceſan Biſhop not to be a Divin 
Scripture one, or not to be found in the New Teſtament, not fi 
(which is all one) wou'd have open'd the Eyes ef the Laity, Mr. C 
more than is conſiſtent with that Supremacy which ſome of the as a | 
Clergy have uſurp'd over the underſtanding of Men; ſuch a ceſan 
Diſcovery being very proper to convince them, that not the Jure! 


Learned and Diſtinguiſh'd parts of the Clergy, but only a few again 
hot, aſpiring, injudicious Oaderlight inſiſt on the Divine Right fan B 
of E if opac as Dioceſan. $7 | 

Thus is King Edward VI, Queen Elizabeth, and King James's by tl 
time, the greateſt Biſhops and Doctors of the Church, did not not tc 
pretend to maintain the Divine Right of Dioceſan Epiſcopacy, prop: 
E acknowledged, Biſhop and Presbyter to be the ſame in the whon 
New Teſtament, as Cranmer, Hoof er, Latimer, Jewel, Morton, wot | 

: . fa rs 
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« taker, Beddel, Redman, Cox, &c. And this was the general Opi- 


nion of the Church till Laua's Time, who was one of the firſt 
Proteſtant aſſertors of the Jure Divino of Dioceſan Biſhops. 

Tho? that Doctrine under the influence of the Arch-Biſho 
ſpread much in the Church, yet even fince that time, the belt 

efenders of Dioceſan Epiſcopacy have (as Mr. O. .. has truly 
aſſerted) confeſt the Identity of Biſhop and Presbyter in the 
New Teſtament, and that a Dioceſan Biſhop is not to be found 
there as (a) Dr. Hammond, (b) Dr. Taylor, 

(c) Stilling fleet, (d) Dodwell, (e) Whitby, &c. (4) On Acts 11, 30. 
and yet how have the Curates repreſented a * wore (b) E- 
Mr. O. . . as a Lyar, for only acquainting (4 Pare BIS 2 Fan 
em with the Opinion of ſome of the great- hero $:hiſ. Ang! @& 
eſt Men in the Church concerning the Dio- On the New Teſt, 
ceſan form of Government? 

And after all, Idefy the Curates, or any other Perſon to ſhew 
me when the Word Biſhop ever ſignifies Dioceſan in the New Te- 
ſtament, and where any Rules, or Ordinations, are given to 
Biſhops as diſtinct from, or ſuperior to Presbyters, or to Pres- 
byters, as inferior to, or diſtin& from Biſhops, in that Sacred 
Volume. | | 

Either theſe Pretenders to Learning did, or did not know 
what the Diſſenters object againſt the Biſhops of the Ch ch of 
England, viz. that they are Dioceſans, and impoſed on the Lai- 
ty, on pretence of Jure Divino Right; if they did not under- 
ifand this (tho' the Paragraphs they refer to in Plain-De-l ng 
might have ſufficiently inform'd em) it's no Wonder they con- 
found Biſhops with Dioceſan Biſhops, and would perſwade the 
World there are not, or ever were any Biſhops — what are 
Dioceſans ; however, I adviſe em for the future to be better ac- 
quainted themſelves with what they pretend to teach others. 

If they did know that Dioceſan Biſhops impos'd as Jure 
Divino, are objected againſt by Mr. 0 . . . and other Diſſenters, and 
not ſimple Biſhops, they are guilty of a premeditated Injury to 
Mr. O. . by repreſenting him as objecting againſt meer Biſhops 
as a falſe Species of Miniſters, when he expreſly mentions Dio- 
ceſan Biſhops, and the Impoſition of em on the Laity on Pretence f 4 
Jure Divino Right, whereby it's plain Biſhops are not objected 
againſt by Mr. O.. . as a falſe Species of Miniſters, but Dioce- 
ſan Biſhops as impos'd under Pretence of a Divine Right. 

How can moral Honeſty, much leſs Chriſtianity, be promoted 
by theſe Gentlemen among their Hearers, when they ſcruple 
not to raiſe falſe Reports againſt their Neighbour, and thereby 
Propagate Enmity and Divifions among Fellow Proteſtants, 
whom by their Office they are obliged to unite ? 

C 3. Mr. 
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3. Mr. O... is miſrepreſented as reckoning Deacons among 
the falſe Species of Miniſters, whereas he confines himſelf only 
to Deacons as uſed in the Ch—ch of England, as a new Species of 
Officers not yet known in Scripture, P. 12. P. D. So that Mr. o. 
by Deacons, means Preachin aptizing Deacons, and I chal- 
lenge the Curates, or any of the High-Church Party, to produce 
one Scripture for ſuch an Officer. 

Mr. 0... in this Caſe only delivers his Judgment, and what 
he believes to be true, and no Man of Senſe and Honour would 
term this a Lye in him, ; the moſt could be made of it, were it 
falſe, would be a Miſtake, and therefore if the Curates would be 
peſtring their Readers with Sketches of their good Breeding, 
they might at leaſt have deferred the Lye, till they had at. 
prov'd Mr. O. . .*'s' Aﬀertion 3 but their Buſineſs (as it but 
too well appears) was not to prove or diſprove, but Ca- 
lumniate. 

It's, true we read of Deacons in the New Teſtament, but 
theſe were only Overſeers of the Poor, as appears from 4#s 6. 
2. 3. It is not reaſon ({aid the Apoſtles) ue ſbould leave the Word 
of God, and ſerve Tables (i. e. the poor) wherefore look out among you 
even Men whom we may appoint over this Buſmeſs (i. e. to overſee the 
Poor) but we'll give 2 unto the Miniſtry of the Word, 

Theſe were called Deacons, and were choſen by the People, 
and ſet apart by the Apoſtles not to Preach and Baptize, but ts 
ſerve Tables (i. e. the Poor) this alſo is the Senſe of the Primi- 
tive Church about Deacons ; the Sixth General Council of Con- 
ſtantinaple, held A. D. 692, in which were 166 Biſhops, ac- 
knowledges the Scripture Deacons to be no more than Overſeers 
of the Poor, and that this was the Opinion of former Ages, vid. 
Caranx. Can. 16. 

Origen ſays the ſame, that the Deacons were to diſtribute the 
Churches Money among the Poor AIUXGVOL GER SYTES ca, (RKNUGIAS XL prpaty, 
in Mat. Tom. 1 6. 

Left Scripture and Antiquity may not ſatisfy them who are 
prejudic'd by Party-Principles, I refer them for their Satis- 
faction to Dr. Cave, a High-Church Writer, who in his Book en- 
titled Primitive Chriſtianity, ſays, „ That the Deacons Duty 
« was to take Charge of thoſe Daily Proviſions that were made 
« for Poor indigent Chriſtians, and to diſtribute the Money gi- 
« yen for their Relief. 

Now the Queſtion is not, Whether any of theſe ſeven Dea- 
cons, Ats, 5. Preach'd, or Baptiz'd afterwards, but whether 
they did ſo by virtue of this Ordination to overſee the Poor? 
which I deny ; and if the Curates prove it, they will do more 
than any of thoſe moſt Learned Divines of the Church of Eng- 


land 
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. land have done, by whom they pretend Plain-Dealing has been 


* 4 +." - * 


* anſwer'd a hundred times. 

. I have ſeen the Buſineſs of Deacons treated of more fully in 
of Mr. O. . . 's Book of Ordination, lately publiſh'd, to which I 
N refer the Reader. 

1255 VI. Mr. O.. . is charg'd with Fal ſhood for ſaying, ** That 
* every Child is taught in his Catechiſm to ſay he was made a 
1 q « Member of Chriſt in Baptiſm, which all the World knows to 
** 40 =” in ſome of their Mouths, 

be is is an injurious Repreſentation of Mr. O. .. for one 


15 main part of the Propoſition is left out. 

In the Beginning of the Paragraph which the Curates quar- 
rel with, Mr. O0... mentions 2 . of a Catechiſm, 
which contains ſuch and ſuch things, as a Grievance ; this the 
Curates take no Notice of, nor any where meddle with the 
Bufineſs of Impoſition, tho' urg'd in moſt of the Objections in 
; 1 Plain-Dealing. £64 
«> | Part of the latter end of the Propoſition is likewiſe omitted; 
he Mr. O... had aſſerted for every Child to ſay in Baptiſm he was 
2 made a Member of Chrift, and a Child of God, was falſe in ſome of 
their Mouths ; whereas the Curates make Mr. 0. . . s Aſſertion 
n to be, that, For every Child to ſay that in Baptiſm he was 
ug « made a Member of Chriſt, is falſe in ſome of their Mouths ;— 
but that Part which reſpects his being made à Child of God, is 
left out. 
rl Now by the Omiſſion of thoſe Words being made a Child of 
yt God, the Senſe of Mr. O.. . Propoſition ſuffers viſibly ; for 
thereby the Memberſbip mention'd in Mr. 0. . . 's Aſſertion, as 
h deliver'd by the Curates, might be underſtood of a vi/ible one 

« which is far from Mr. O. . . s Meaning. 
12 All Infants before they are Baptiz'd are Children of God by 
Creation; and if in Baptiſm * are again made Children 
of God, that new Relation muſt be ſome other than a Natural 
one by Creation which they had before, and therefore muſt be 
a Spiritual one by Adoption, which may be further proved by 
4 eee Sentence in that Anſwer of the Church Cate- 
chiſm. 
51 Now this ſeems to intimate, as if the Ordinance conferred 
M real Grace upon all that are Baptiz'd, which, ſays Mr. 0... 
7A all the World knows to be otherwiſe, as to ſome of em; fo 
2 that the Deſign of that Paragraph in Plain-Dealing was to 
oppugn the Impoſition, and = ſhew that Baptiſm does * 
2 : 
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ex opere operato, confer Grace, or make all Perſons Spiritual = 
real Members of Chriſt's Myſtical 1 


This or nothing (for none deny the viſible Memberſhip of 
baptized Perſons) the Curates attempt to diſprove from the De- 
ſcription of the Nature of Baptiſm out of the Aſſemblies Cate- 
chifs and 275th Article of Religion, both which agree that it 
does fignify and ſeal the Benefits of the Covenants of Grace : 
But what does this prove? Does it follow, that becauſe Bap- 
tiſm in its Nature is a Significative and Sealing Ordinance, all 
who are baptized have the Benefits of the Covenant of (Grace 
enſured to them? I am ſure this Conſequence was not inf@ided 
by thoſe who compiled thoſe Abſtrats of Religion; and until 
the Curates, or ſome one elſe, demonſtrate the Neceſſity of 
ſuch a Conſequence, I cannot think Mr. 0... was guilty of 
Falſhood, or of contradifting the 27th Article, when he Rid, 
All the World knew it to be falſe in ſome of thoſe Children's Mouths, who 
are tanght to ſay in the Catechiſm, that in Baptiſm they were made Mem- 
bers of Chriſt and Children of God, c>c. 


VII. The Clergymen tell us, that Mr. o. infinuates, © That 
e the Church obliges Godfathers and Godmothers at Baptiſm 
* to promiſe for Children what no Man can perform for himſelf. 


To this they anſwer, That Godfathers and Godmot hers promiſe no 
more than their Endeavours to have the Children brought up virtu- 
ouſly, cc. | 

O rare Parſons! If you can't prevaricate more ſubt'ly than 
this comes too, you would have been turn'd off as Infalliciens, 
had you and the Loyaliſts obtain'd your long wiſh'd for Inde- 
pendenèy under the Spurious Jemmy ; for the Jeſuits, who are 
Adepts in the occult Faculty of Quibbling, would have ſoon 
kick'd out ſuch bungling Trickſters as you are, who can't bet- 
ter defend the Appendages of even a Proteſtant Church, 


than by ſuch groſs Violence to the Underſtandings of the 


Weakeſt. 

Be it known therefore unto all Men, that the Warrington 
Curates give any Man the Lye, who dare ſay the Church obliges 
Godfathers and Godmothers to promiſe any more than their 
Endeayours to have the Children brought up virtuouſly, ec. 
whereas in the Form of Baptiſm, Sureties are obliged poſi- 
tively to promiſe in the Name of the Child to renounce the 
Devil, the World, the Fleſh, and obediently to keep God's holy Will 
and Commandments, and to walk in them all the Days of their Life : 


Theſe are the expreſs Words of the Office, and, Which ought 


we to belieye, the Curates or the Church? 
| | What 


ment, 

pineſs « 
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What can be grefler than this Deception the Curates are 
guilty of? One wou'd think they ſhou'd never read the Office 
of Publick Baptiſm without bluſhing, if they refle& on their 
ve, that Office ſpeak what it has not Words in it to 
expreis. | | | | 

Mr. 0... cou'd not be expos'd as a Liar any other way, 
therefore the Office muſt be ſtrain'd to a Senſe it will not 


bear. 

But it's no new thing for ſuch wretched Advocates for High 
C------h Tyranny, to impoſe upon the Laity in the Grofleſt 
Manner; and thoſe Pulpits which of late Years have rattled 


with uncommon Zeal for the Church, have amidſt that Heat, 


inſtead of Light, ſcatter'd little elſe than Miſts and Darkneſs 
among the Multitude : Witneſs that great Diſaffection propaga- 
ted by Pulpit Harangues thro' the Kingdom to a Proteſtant 
King, who 1s inviolably attacht to the Intereſt of the Church 


of England, 


VIII. Mr. 0. .. is charg'd with a Lie, for ſaying, © The Church 
« obliges tbe Clergy to declare the ſure and certain Hope of 
« the Salvation of all Perſons they bury. 


Tho' every body knows this to be true, yet to evade the 
force of 2 the Curates very ſagaciouſly interpret 
this Reſurrection to eternal Life, by a general Reſurrection to 
an eternal State of Happineſs or e 

That this Interpretation is falſe and erroneous, appears from 
the whole tenor of the New Teſtament, where the words eter- 
nal Life frequently occur; and in all thoſe Places eternal Happi- 
neſs 18 —— by that term; and the Curates I believe, 
will not be able to produce one Text out of the New Teſta- 
ment, where eternal Life is taken indifferently for a State of Hap- 
pineſs or Miſery. 

It likewiſe appears from the burial Office, that the Reſur- 
rection to eternal Life there mention'd, is underſtood (in 
Mr. 0...'s Senſe) for eternal Happineſs, viz. from that Prayer 
which begins thus-----For as much 45 is h.us pleaſed Almighty God of 
hs great Mercy, to take unto himſelf the Soul of our dear Brother. 

It further appears, That by eternal Life in the burial Office, 
is meant eternal Happineſs, by the Manner of expreſſing this 
Hope of the ReſurreNion to eternal Life, thro" our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, viz. as the Author of it: Now none will ſay that thro” 
Chriſt came the Reſurrection unto Damnation. 

So that whatever falſhood there is in the Caſe, is chargeable: 


op the ſelf opinionative Curates, who ſo poſitively determine 
BY againſt 
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againſt the Senſe of Scripture and the Church, and not on Mr. 
O.. . who only ſays as the Church does in this Matter. 

Loet any judge whether or no theſe new fledg'd Gownmen be 
not very dutiful Children to their Grannum the C------h, who 
Criminal like, rather than ſhe ſhou'd be found faulty in retain- 
ing the old Elizabeth Mode, repreſent her as contradicting her- 
{ſelf in her own Defence. | | 


IX. Another thing Mr. 0... is counted a Liar for, is his ſay- 
ing, The Church impoſes the Croſs in Baptiſm as part of the 
« Ordinance. | | : 


_To this the acute Anſwerers reply, That the Church de- | 


clares in the Canon and the Rubri 
of the Subſtance of Baptiſm. 

And pray what's this Anſwer to the Purpoſe, fince Mr. 0... 

does not ſay it is of the Subſtance of it? It's plain to any who'll 
conſult that Paragraph in Plain-Dealing, P. 13. that Mr. 0... 
means no more than that the Croſs is as tigorouſly impos'd, as 
if it were of the Subſtance of it; however, as long as the Im- 
poſition laſts, its made a neceſſary part of it, becauſe ſays Mr. 
O... The Ordinance muſt not be adminifired without it, viz. in 
Publick. | | 

All that the Curates do, is only quibling on the term Part, 
as if nothing may be ſaid to be Part of a thing, but what is 
eſſentiall 15; but I muſt acquaint the young Graduate, and 
his undillinguiſtrd Companion, That what is not the eſſential 
Part of an Ordinance, may by Eccleſiaſtical Impoſition be made 
a neceſſary Part of it, pro hic es hunc (as the Schoolmen have 
it:) =uy fo afraid their philoſophical Reliſh is too groſs to 
apprehend this familiar Diſtinction. 

Its evident they do the Church no Kindneſs (but rat her o- 
therwiſe) by telling us the Church allows the Croſs not to be 
of the Subſtance of Baptiſm,. unleſs they cou'd prove ſhe did not 
impoſe it as rigorouſly as if it were. 

ince the Croſs is no 


that the Croſs is no part 


fe& without the Croſs, as the Church ſays it is, Why is it not 
adminiſtred without it, at leaſt to the Children of thoſe Pa- 
rents who ſcruple it? 


X. Mr. 0... ſaying, * The Clauſe of Chriſt's Deſcent into 
« Hell is in our Apprehenſion a falſhood, is regiſtred likewiſe 
among the Curates Collection of pretended Lies. 


But 


part of the Subſtance of Baptiſm, 
Why is it equally impos'd with Baptiſm ? If Baptiſm be per- 
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But Mr. 0... does not poſitively affirm it, nor give his own 


Opinion in the Caſe, _ ſays it is fo in the Apprehenfion of 

many who diſſent from the Church: This the Curates don't 
retend to diſprove, or ſo much as offer one Argument that 
hriſt deſcended into Hell, i. e. the Place of the damned, as thev 

abſurdly Fancy. | | | 

It's granted Chriſt did not go to Hell while he was alive; 
after he died his Body was in the Grave, and his Soul went 
immediately to Paradiſe, as appears from his Promiſe. to the 

nitent Thief: And I defire the Curates wou'd inform the 
World then, when Chriſt deſcended into Hell, and what Part 
of him went there. 

But arguing is not their Talent, E Gentlemen! They 
only take Opportunity from this to aſperſe Mr. O. . as if he 
bad receded from that Subſcription he had made to the Truth 
of this, and was oblig'd to by the Act of Toleration. 

If this were true, That Mr. O... had diflented from what 
he had once ſubſcribed, as many Clergymen have done ; yet 
ſuch an Anſwer does not affect the Clauſe, but gives it up for 
falſhood as ſome apprehend it to be. "M215 | 

But as to this Aſperſion, it's not unlikely Mr. O.. . might 
ſubſcribe that Clauſe in a different Senſe than the Curates ap- 

rehend it; neither does the Article prohibit, but that by this 
Deſcent into Hell, may be meant a Helene into the Place of 
ſeparate Souls, as Sir P. K. has ſufficiently ſhewn in his learned 
Diſſertation on the Creed. | 

If the ſecond fighted Levites will fill aſſert, That the Senſe 
of the Church concerning this Clauſe, is the Place of the 
damned, and that Oaths and Subſcriptions ſhou'd be made in 
the Senſe of the Impoſers; they have ruin'd this Cn by 
quoting the Toleration Act, which obliges no diflenting Mi- 
niſter to ſubſcribe that Clauſe in the Senſe of the Church, but 
entirely exempts them from owning the Authority of the Church 
- Controverſies of Faith, as may be ſeen in the ſeventh Page of 
that Act. 


XI. The next thing theſe infallible Gentlemen have pitcht 
upon as a Lie, is an Error of the Preſs, viz. Tobit 5. for Tobit 
6. No Allowance is made for this, tho' they could not but 
know, if they lookt upon the Kalender, that the Words Mr. 
O.., mentions are read on Sept. 30. Tobit. 4. v. 10. | 


This is a Sign they were hard ſet, when Errors of the Preſs 
are muſter'd up as Miſtakes of the Author; If this be not difin- 
genuous, I know not what 1s. 

L XII. Ano- 


(16) 


XII. Another Lie charg'd on Mr. 0... is, „ That 08. 11. the 
« 13th and 14th of Judith are read, where all Judith's Lies are 
„approved by the Author of that Book. 


To this the Apocryphal Gentlemen Anſwer, That Ozias and 
Ackior are not the uthors of that Hiſtory, neither do they 
_ her Lies, but commend her for deſtroying a powerful 
nemy. | 

| To this I reply, Mr. 0... did not mention who was the Au- 
thor of that Book : however, fince the Author, let him be 
who he will, has inſerted fo many Praiſes of Judith, he may be 
juſtly ſaid to praiſe her himſelf; and as for 0zis, it's very 
plain he approved her Lies, from Judith 13. 20. where he ſays, 
She walked in a ſtraight Way before God, which is more than com- 
mending her for deſtroying a powerful Enemy, as the Curates 
affirm: But who'll believe 'em beſides their own infatuated 
Party, I know not. 


XIII. Another Lie father'd on Mr. O... is, „That Habbaksk 
* prophecy'd near 200 Years before Cyrus. 


To this they ſay, Tis not above 100 Years by the Margin of 
ſome Bibles, and but yo by the Oxford Chronolo | 


gy. 
To them who have not examin'd Mr. O. Paragraph the 


Objection may ſeem material, but to ſuch as have conſulted it, 
it will appear that the Diſpute does not concern this or that 
exact Portion of Time, about which Chronologiſts differ wide- 
ly; but if Habbakuk died but a Year or two before Cyrus was 
born, Mr. O... gains his Point, for his Deſign is to ſhew that 
Falſities are read in the Church inſtead of the Word of God, 
in as much as the Story of Bel! and the Dragon (which is read 
Nox. 23.) is guilty of a noterious Miſtake, in making Habbakuk 
Cotemporary with Cyrus, tho' according to the Curates Con- 
feſſion, there were 70 Years difference at leaſt between 'em. 

But after all, Funcius, Salianus, Tallent's, and other noted 


8 compute the Diſtance of Time between Hab- 


bakuk and Cyrus to be near 200 Years, as Mr. 0... hath aſſer- 
ted; with whom agrees a Quarto Bible Printed at Oxford 1682, 
which may ſerve to confront their Oxford Chronology, as well 
as their Geneva Bibles. a. 


XIV. This Head contains the heavieſt Charge of any againſt 
Mr. 0... As containing thirteen Falſhoods or Lies, according 


« to the clamorous DialeC of the Party, in one Paragraph. 
| | | Better 


(17) = 
| Better Language and more Juſtice might be expected from 
Miniſters of the 7 and that Men of ſuch a Character wou'd 
not take up, much leſs raiſe and ſpread, a falſe Report againſt 
their Neighbour ; but ſuch is the — Mr. 0... has met 
with from theſe inferior Prieſts. For, 


1. That Paragraph is not repreſented by 'em in Mr. 0... 8 
Words, which are, Ve object againſt reading the Apocrypha, as ex- 
cluding ſo great a Part of the Bible, viz. a great Part of Leviticus, | 
ec. Plain-Dealing, P. 15. Edit. 1. But the Curates out of a- 
byndant Zeal for the Church (a Cauſe which in their Opinion 
no doubt ſanctifies any Method of Defence) make Mr. O. oy | 
(what he never ;ngended, as appears by his Manner of Expreſ- 
9 That the Books there mention'd are wholly and entirely 
excluded ; but the notorious Falfity of this Imputation will ea- 
= appear to any, who will conſult that Paragraph in the firſt 

ition of Plain- Dealing. 


2. Whoever underſtands the Kalendar, and Table of proper 
Leſſons for Holidays and their Eves, and calculates the Varia- 
tions theſe undergo in the Revolution of ſeven Years, will find; 
That in that Time at leaft, ſome Part of thoſe very Books (a- 
bout which the Curates and the Mob, by their Influence have 
made ſuch a Splutter) are actually omitted, and ſuperſeded by 
the Apocrypha, as Mr. 0... has aſſerted. 


3. After all, Mr. O.. . s Objection againſt the Apocrypha, as 
excluding a great Part of the Bible, is ſtill good, tho' 1t were 


| oe e was miſtaken in ſome of the Books mention'd in the 


rſt Edition of Plain-Dealing ; for the Liſt of Canonical Books 
excluded by the Apocrypha, which Mr. O... has aſſerted in 
the four following Editions, ſufficiently ſupports his Charge a- 
gainſt the Apocrypha: The Liſt is as "a7 ca Both Books of 
Chronicles, the Song of Solomon, a great Part of Exodus, Leviticus, 
Numbers, Ezra, Nehemiah, Ezekiel, Revelations, beſides three Chap- 
ters in Geneſis, one in Deuteronomy, and thirty of Proverbs ; none 
of theſe are read publickly in the Church, tho' of Divine Ori- 
ginal, but inſtead of em the Apocrypha is read, which Mr. 
0... juſtly ſtiles a wretched. — 


* 

So that Mr. O... has made good his Charge, which was, 
That a great Part of the Bible was excluded by the Apo- 
crypha. 

4. To prevent any Cavils at the Alteration of that Para- 
graph, in the following Editions of Plain Dealing, Mr. O.. 
D publiſher 

* 


+" „ hs | 
publiſht the following Advertiſement in all thoſe four Editi- 
Ons, Viz. 
The Books mention'd, Edit. 1. P. 15. Head the ad, I took 
« from Mr. De Laune's Plea, P. 43. not having then a Kalendar 
* to examine em by me, but whatever Cauſe he had for that 
* Calculation 1684, it does not quadrate with my Defign 1715, 
e therefore upon conſulting the Kalendar, with the Tables of 
* Leſſons, I alter'd that Paragraph in the 24 Edition: I hope 
«= this Conceſſion will prevent any Animad verſions on that 
« Head. | 
Now can any thing be more mean than to triumph over a 
Man after ſuch an Acknowledgment ? Eſpecially when this Ac- 
knowledgment was immediately publiſhr in the zd Edition 
(which came out about a Month after the firſt, and near half a 
Year before the Anſwer) and is repeated in the 3d, 4th and 
5th Editions of that Book. 
Had Mr. O. . . 's Antagoniſts been learned and generous, they 
wou'd ha ve icorn'd to quarrel with that Head, after ſo ingenu- 
ous 2 Confeſſion ; but oe Cry of thirteen Lies in one Sentence 
mult not be loſt, when it was ſo uſeful in ſpiriting the Mob at 
a Time, when Diſaffection to the Government, Riots, Tumults 
and Infurreftions, were promoted by ſome under the Roſe, as 
proper Expedients to reſcue the C------h out of Danger. | 
If Mr. O... had invented a Falſhood, and publiſht it as a 
Truth to the World (which theſe Gentlemen have done) there 
had been ſome Appearance of Reaſon for telling him he ly'd; 
but when he only tranſcribed a Paſſage from an Author of an 
unſully'd Reputation, the utmoſt he can be charg'd with, is too 
much Credulity for taking that upon truſt from an Author 
without Examination; but this comes ſhort of a Lie. bi 
Thus we fee the Lies father d upon Mr. OC... under this 
Head, dwindle into an involuntary Mittake ; nay, they will 
not amount to that (abſtracted from the Curates's invidious 
Miſrepreſentations) in the Opinion of thoſe who underſtand 
the Dominica! Letter, Etat, Golden Number, Annual Variation of the 
Kalendar, &c. whereby the Subſtitution of Apocryphal for Ca- 
nonical Leſſons undergoes frequent Alterations: I could give 
Inſtances of this kind out of the Kalendar; bur the inferior 
Clergy are for the moſt part ſu ſorrily verſt, even in this kind of 
Learning, tho' it contains the Rudinfents of their Worſhip, 
that I think it not amiſs for their Improvement, to refer that 
Diſcovery to their ſearch. 
XV. Another Falſhopd charg'd on Mr. 0... is his ſaying, 
Confirmation as uſed in the Church of England, is called in 
* me z5th Article, a corcupt following of the Apoſtles. 


It's 


tion, and 


5 
It's anſwer'd by the Curates, That there Confirmation is 
ſpoken of as uſed in the Church of Rowe. | 
What then? Mr. O... does not mention the Church” of Eig- 
land, neither does he diſtinguiſh between Confirmation as ufed 
in the Romiſb or Engliſp Church: There was indeed no occaſion 
that he ſhou'd, fince no body doubts but Confirmation as now 
uſed in the C------h of England, is the fame as it was before the 
Reformation; only with this Difference, that then it was a 
Humane Sacrament, now a Ceremony. 
Mr. 0... faid further in that Paragraph, That it does not ap- 
pear the Apoſtles laid on Hands upon Children for Confirma- 
< Curates have not one Word to lay againſt it. | 


XVI. Another Lie laid at Mr. 0... 's Door, is his ſaying, 
« Proteſtant Diſſenters are allow'd to be true Churches by the 


% Canon, 


To this the Curates anſwer, That then (i. e. when the Ca- 
nons were made) there were no Churches allouꝰd but the Church of 
England. | 

This is juſt as much to the Purpoſe, as if a Papift ſhou'd 
ſay, The Proteſtant Church of England is not allow'd by Law, 
becauſe it was not fo formerly; fo the fubtle Curates wou'd 
pate People, That Proteftant Diſſenters Churches, tho” 

gally tolerated, are not true Churches according to the Ca- 
non, Leut when that Canon was made, they were not al- 
low'd by Law. 

The Canon expreſly allow'd thoſe to be true and lawfa! Grr- 
ches, that are held and allow'd by the Laws of the Land (thc ſe are 
the Words of it) but the Proteſtant D.ſſenters Churches are al. 
lowed by Law, therefore fay the Curates they are not true 
Churches. 

Theſe are rare Saphifters truly, and the Church muſt needs 
flouriſh, when it has fuch Concluſion Forcers engag'd in her 
Defence. 

This is à bold Eſſay of 'em towards the Clergy's Univerſal 
Monarchy over the Reaſon of Mankind ; and indeed, the whole 
Method of theſe two Gentlemen's arguing, ſeems to be ground- 
ed on a fond Conceit, 'That the People are oblig'd to reſolve 
their Credit of whatever they hear inta the Word of a Prieſt. 

Before I diſmiſs this Head, I can't but obſerve how theſe 
captious Levites durſt not attempt to anſwer the other Part of 
Mr. O. . . 's Argument, in the Paragraph before me, where he 
proved the Diff-nting Congregations to be true Churches, ac- 
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cording to the Definition of a true Church of Chriſt, in the 


b 
| 
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roth Article of the Church of England: This Conceſſion of 
theirs make either the Canon, or Article a Difſenter, I'll not ſay 
— becauſe the former does not neceſſarily infer the 
atter. 


XVII. Here Mr. O. .. is chargd with ſayi tivel 
The Nonjurors in England are Schiſmaticks, ying poſitively, 


oy Curates very Conciſely anſwer, every Body knows this to be 
a E. 1 
To this I Reply, all King Geox ox's Friends know this to be 
true, tho' indeed his Nonjuring Enemies may thank their Cham- 
pions for this Defence of 'em, and the ſecret, perjur'd Enemies 
of the Government may alſo think themſel ves obliged to theſe 
Gentlemen for what they have ſaid in favour of their more ho- 
neſt Brethren. * 

But after all, Mr. O. .. is here abuſed by 'em, for his Propo» 
fition which was hypothetical, they * abſolutely, which 
is unfair in any Diſputant, eſpecially in an Academick. 

Mr. O.. 8 . es which the Curates refer to (p. 26. 
Plain-Dealing) is a Conſequence upon a foregoing Suppoſition; 
both joyn'd together (as they muſt be in the Apprehenſion of 
every de who 1:d-ritands that part of Plain. Pealing) run thus 
in Mr. O. 's own Words, If th: Engliſh Presbyterians be Schiſ- 
mat icls for ſeparating from the Eſtabliſh'd Church—— the Nonjurors 
in England alfo are become Schi ſmaticks themſelves, being excluded the 
Church, by re ſiſting the Powers ordained g God. Thati®theſe are 
Mr. O. . . Words and Meaning, will fully appear to any who 
will compare the ſeveral Concluſions Mr. O... draws from the 
duppoſition of the Diſſenters being Schiſmaticks, on account only 
of Separation, p.25. with the particular Concluſion, part of 
which the Curates quote from p. 26. of Plain-Dealing, 

Now Mr. O. . . is ſo far from being a Lyar in this, that I 
think his Aſſe rtion is too modeſt, he ſhould have ſaid the Non- 
jurors are the greater Schiſmaticks, becauſe they are not al- 
Jow'd by Law as thoſe _— are he pleads for. 

I would fain have the Curates offer ſome Reaſon, why Pro: 
zeftant Diſſapters, who ſeparate by Law, mult be reckon'd Schiſ- 
maticks, and Nonjurors, who diſſent againſt Law, not to be ſo. 
What is it that Engliſi Presbyterians are Nonconformiſts to? Is 
| not the Act of a; 97 ng Þ An Act that never affected any 

riziſh Subject any further than Berwick upon Tweed (the Scorch 
Presbyterian Church heing as much by Law Eſtabliſh'd as the 
Engliſh Epiſcopal) and an Act fram the Obſervance of which the 
Engle Precbyterians are by Law exempted : On the ather What 
| 5 7 : \ ; | 1 1 * 


r 
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What is it the Nonj diflent from? Is it not the 48 of Ser. 
clement, an Ad whith affects the whole Britiſb Dominions, with 
its Appendages and remoteſt Parts, and which none are by Law 
exempted from 2 with. 

No let any judge which are the er Schiſmaticks, they who 
diſſent from an Act Univerſal in its ence, and from aſſenti 
to which none are exempted; or they who diſſent from an A 


which never obliged but one half of the Brit Ifle, and not all 


the Plantations, and from which Act there is an Allowance by 
Law to diſſent even in England. 

Muſt Nenconformity to the human Rites of the Church, be a 
greater Crime than Diſloyalry to King George, the Supreme Head 
of it? If not, how comes it then that the Enemies to the Pro- 
teſtant Succeflion are treated by the High-C——+ Clergy with fa 
much Candour and Charity, when the Diſſenters, its avowell 
Friends, meet with little elſe but Contempt and Rage from 
em ; the Reaſon I think is obvious _ vx. becauſe the 
Nonjurers, in Conjunction with the Papiſts, have been the chief 
Projectors for introducing the ancient Line and Religion (as 
they affect to phraſe it), while ſome of our Pulpiteers, 
brib'd with the Promiſe of beloved Supremacy, ae ut too 
much into the Deſigu, and by their alarming the People with 
the Cry of a — 2 Danger from a Proteſtant er, fa- 
cilitated the Progreſs of ſume ſecret Works of Darkneſs, which 
if not diſcover'd before they were ripe for the Light, would 
have certainly overturn'd our Proteftant State and Church, ſo 
that it's no wonder they retain 2 Reſpe& for their quondam Pa- 
trons ; whereas the Diſſenters have always been better taught, 
than to be influenc'd by ſuch infignificant Tools of the 
Party: But, 

Further, the Curates, by their manner of advocating for 
Non jurors, intimate as if they had never heard of their being 
Schiſmaticks before; it may be they never heard of the Bovks 
writ by Non jurors, charging the Church with Schifm, and the 
Church's Vindication of her ſelf, and juſt Recrimination upon 
them: One would think theſe Gentlemen's Cagiterſc was con- 
fin'd to a very narrow Compaſs, and that they Were opiniona- 
tive, if not proud of their Ignorance, elſe they durft not ſay 
Nonjurors were no Schiſmaticks, and then teil the World, Every 
body was of their Opinion, when indeed the belt Part of State 


and Church is of a different Judgment. : 
XVIII. « The going up to the Communion Table by Steps, 


| js contrary to Exod, 20, 
This 
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| Leſſons which are appointed both for Su 
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This is regilter'd: by the Curates as a Falſhood, but with 
what Pretence I cannot ſee, fince Mr. O.. quoted the Words 
of the Text, which are, neither ſbalt thou go up by Steps to 
my Altar, Exod. 20. 26. | | 
ado >. NN aſſerts, That the Reafon of that Injunction 
is now alter d; but if they ſo far conform to the Je Ceremo- 
nies, as to make the Communion-Table Altarwiſe, why ſhould 
they not obſerve alſo this Rule in making it without Steps, as 
Altars under the Old Teſtament were order d to be made. 

H the Anſwerers had ſo much Honeſty, as to have mention'd 
what Mr. O. . . ſaid, as explicative of 
wanted this imaginary Falſhood to oblige the World with. 


XIX. . The ordinary Leſſons appointed for Sundays, muſt 
« give place to the proper Leſſons appointed for Holidays that 
l fall on Sundays. ; 


To this the Anſwerers ſay, It's only order d that the Leſſons in 

the ordinary Courſe of the Kalendar, ſball groe Place to the extraordinary 
e and Holidays. 

But the Order in the Rubricł (to which Mr. 0. :. refers) How the 
reſt of the Holy Scripture is to be read, ſpecifies no ſuch Diſtinction 
as the Curates do boldly affirm, without any manner of Proof: 
The Words run thus, 


« Note, That whenſoever proper Pſalms or Leſſons are a 
« pointed, then the Pſalms and Leſſons of ordinary Courſe 
appointed in the Pſalter and Kalendar (if they be different) 
« ſhall be omitted for that time. 


Here you fee the Order is poſitive, and ſuits better with Mr. 
O .. . 's Aſſertion than the Curates, who give themſelves a La- 
titude not encourag'd in the Rubrick, and then very decent! 
tell Mr. O... he lies; pretty Language indeed for 2 
Gentlemen. 


XX. It's an Order of the Church, „That every Houſholder 


« within half a Mile of the Church, ſhall come or fend one of ! 


« his Family on Litany Days, Can. 15. 


To this the Curates, with their uſual acuteneſs, anſwer, It is 
no Order, becauſe the Canon only ſays we wiſs they would 
come or ſend. | 


This 


that Text, they had 
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This is poor ſhuffling, for if it be a Canon, it's an Order of 
the Church: The Canons are either Rules, or no Rules; if 
they are no Rules, Why are any blam'd for not conforming te 
them ? If they be Rules, then whatever they direct to, may very 
rightly be term'd an Order, let the Terms it's deliver'd in be 
either Imperative, or Optative, We Command or we Wiſh. 

How little and narrow muſt the * of theſe Men 
be, who cannot ſee the Force of an Injunction but in the Ma- 
giſterial Terms of we command, and ſtraitly charge: 8 5 
Niis were a mere Wiſh, yet one would think, the With of 
ther-Church, in all lawful things, ſhould be to her zealous Sons 
tantamount to a Command. | 

But after all, the Curates are in the wrong, and Mr. 0... in 
the right, as 1 by the original Canon in Latin, which ſays 
every Houſholder ought to come or ſend, ** Cui ſinguli patres 
« familias, qui ——— in fradi midium mulliare, ab Eccleſia habi- 
« rant, vel ipft debebunt intereſſe, vel unum Saltem de familia ſus 
« mittere, Can. 15, & 5. 

So that the Curates are miſtaken in truſting to the Tranſlation 
{which is not ſo nerrous as the Original) either thro? Ignorance 
of the Original, or Lazineſs in not conſulting it. 


XXI. Mr. 0... ſays, „The Church-Wardens ſhall dili- 
* gently ſee that all Pariſhoners duly reſort to the Church on 


« Sundays and Holidays, — to Canon 90.“ but thro' Care- | 


leſsneſs of the Printer, it was made Can. 19. 


The Curates could not but know there was ſuch a Canon, 
whoſe Words Mr. O... quoted, tho' the Figure was miſprinted, 
but had not the Ingenuity to acknowledge it. This Error of 
the Preſs, is ſufficient it ſeems, for theſe. Gentlemen to ground 


their Charge of Falſhood and Lying on Mr. 0... but of all 


Men, they ſhould not be fo ſevere in this caſe, becauſe their 
Book abounds with Faults in the ſame kind ; thus in the Capi- 
tal Figures, XIV is put for XIII. XVIII is put for XVII, XIX 
is put for XVIII, and ſo on to XXIV. I'll not be ſo mean as to 


impute theſe Errors to the Authors of that malicious Libel, and 
then tell em they lye, as they do Mr. 0. : 


XXII. The laſt pretended Falſhood pick'd out of Plain- 
Dealing, is, that, “ Singing the new Verſion of Pſalms is a 


«« Breach of the Act of Uniformity. 
To this the venerable Lye-ſtarters anſwer, That no Verſion, is, 


ordered to be uſed by the AQ of Uniformity, and chat there was an Or- 
der of Council in King William's time for ſinging the new Verſion. 


What 
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What wretched trifling is this ? They might as well ſay, that 

an entire Neglect of fingiog any Verſion at all, is not a Breach of 
that Act, becauſe none is order d to be uſed, | 

Tho' the AQ of Uniformity does not mention any Verſion, yet 


it obliges to the invariable Uſe of all Rules, ſmall as well as 


t, then in Vogue; and in particular, it directs how the 
ſalms of David are to be ſung or read. 

Now the laying aſide that received Verſion of Pſalms, which 
was then in uſe, and this without the Order of the Church in 
Convocation or Parliament, is as much a Breach of the Uniformity 
AR, as if all Meeter were laid aſide, and diſuſed in the Church. 

How an Order of Council comes to ſupercede that Act of 
Parliament I know not, but this I am ſure of, that were ſome 
Ceremonies, which are no more mention'd in the Act of Uni- 
formit chan this or that Verſion of Pſalms, nor more neceſſary 
in themſelves; 1 ſay, were any of theſe Ceremonies chang'd 
by an Order of Council, the Procedure would be thought ve 
Szregular, and we ſhould hear the Authority of Parliament af- 
ſertell very loudly by them, who have been the greateſt Advo- 
cates for Arbitrary Power. | 

Thus I have briefly and fairly examin'd * articular 
Allegation againſt Plain-Dealmg, and have given all their Ob- 
jections their due Weight. | 

From the whole I can't but obſerve, that in all the black 
Liſt of Falſhoods drawn up againſt Mr. Owen, there is not 
one Article wherein the Anſwerers do him common Juſtice, 
or acquit themſelves like Scholars or Gentlemen. Nay, fur- 
ther, they have not convicted Mr. O. . of one Falſbood, or 
notorious Prevarication, neither can the utmoſt Attempts of ſuch 
'Smatterers in Learning ever blemiſh the Character or Works 
of that Author. 

On the ather hand, I am really ſorry that the ignorant Zeal 
of theſe weak Men ſhould tempt em to appear in Print with 
ſo flender a Stock, and that this little Stock ſhould be only im- 
— in aſperſing the Plain - Dealing, inſtead of diſproving 

is Book. 


Theſe are inglorious Ad verſaries, ſcarce worth a Conqueſt, 
and did not Truth, and a valuable Reputation call for a 
Reſcue out of unjuſt and violent Hands, I ſhould not have 
done theſe Gentlemen the Honour of a Reply to their paltry 
L ibel, ſo de fective in Senſe, and bare of Manners. 


Before I bid adieu to the Libellers, I cannot but take Notice 
of that Gaſconede which concludes their Performance. 
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* moſt Learned Divines of the Church of England) but to con viuce 
ai" as « the World, that its Author is a falſe, malicious, careleſs, 
＋ . and deſpicable Writer, and deſerves no Credit in aay 

« thing he affirms, Sys C : 


„ Theſe Paſſages (ſay they] are plainly taken out of Plains 
ach of * es (204 are, Here abliſh's not for a fall Anſwer to the 
« ſaid Hook (which has been anſwer'd a hundred times by the 


which Here I remark, VIE 

ch in 1. That the Paſſages are not fairly taken out of Plain-Dealmy, 

rmity 1 I have already proved. . | 

15 * | 2. Here's a plain Confeſfion of the Curates, that the 

ſome of theit Elaborate Collection, was not to diſprove Mr. O. . 

Uni. watents, bat to deſtroy his Credit, or in their own gented — - | 
eſſary Stile, To convince the World, that its Author is 4 falſe, malltions, 4 
ang'd careleſs, and deſpicable Wriey, f ö ; k | 


te throw Dirt enough on the Author, and leave his Arguments 
—— to ſhift for themſel ves, as if the Credit of the Truth depeaded 


"Oy Thus Party-Principles have been propagated, and the un- 
black & thinking Populace betray'd into an — Faith in the 
- not Dictates of the Clergy. 
me 3- That the Curates's Aſſertion of Plain-Dealing's being an- 
2 | ſwer'd a hundred times, is big with a hundred little things we 
| dach call Falſhoods, for the Rp in that Book were never an- 
Vorks ſwer'd (tho' I can't but ſay many of em have been often at- 
tempted) and moſt of em being Matters of Fact, are not capa- 
Zeal |. ble of being diſproved. 
tals ; Thus you ſee Mr. Owen's Veracity, and his Reaſons for Non- 
y im- conformity, remain firm and unſhaken, and that the Curates 
oving are juſtly chargeable with thoſe Falſhoods they would have ſo 
unjuſtly fix d _= him. 
quest Had theſe Gentlemen dar'd to put their Names to their 
1 Book, I ſhould not have ſcrupled; nay, ſhould have thought my 
have l ſefoblig'd in Honour and Juſtice, to have enlarg'd the Title 
paltry | Pag of this Reply with mine; but ſince they affect fighting in 


the Dark, they have no reaſon to complain that I attack them in 
their own way. | 
Wien I muſt ſay it's ſomewhat odd that Mr. O... who writ in Vin- 
dication of Diſſenters, ſhould put his Name to Plain-Dealing, and 
that theſe Authors, who had the Eſtabliſhment on their fide, 
Theſe I 3 E ſhould 
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on | (26 3. 
ſhould be aſham'd of I their Names to their Defence of 
the Church. I can reſolve it into nothing but this, that 
Mr: O... conſcious of the Truth he defended, was not afraid 
to own it, or- ſuffer for it; and that the Ctrates, conſcious - of 
the mean and baſe Artifices they made ' uſe of to conceal the 
Truth, and blaſt their Neighbour's Repute, were aſham'd' of | 
acquainting the World who — upon 'em in ſuch à diſin- B OO 
5 — a Nur A N 


I'll cenclude with a \ Paſſage out ta as daes Mr. Halen of 
Kar his 3 de Pace. Cap. I, ad fm. = T 1 


. 4 — A Man r can no ſooner fail in bis Under 
P a 3 but preſently his Honeſty is -reproach'd, and often 

50 ' 7— 22 Bout of Opinions degenerates into the Accuſation 
| of Manners. As for my ſelf, before I launch out of the Haven, 
| &« I foreſee Storms; — for how few are there who will cenſure 
at this Ton without doing Injury to the Author (were he 
© known.) _ ought: it to ſeem ſtrange to any Man, that a 
« moſt- = inion ſhould be' unjuſtly ed with Error. 
te when he half ſee his own Innocency circumvented with falſe” - 
« Accuſations, . 
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I. TH E Validity of the Difſenting Miniſtry : Or, The ordain- 
ing Power of Presbyters, evinced from the New Teſtament 
and Church Hiſtory. In four Parts. | 


2. Plain Dealing: Or, Separation without Schiſm, and Schiſm 
without Separation, exc. The Sixth Edition. Price Six-pence. 
Theſe two above-mention'd by the Reverend. Mr. Cha. Owen. 


1. An Account of the Life and Death of the Reverend 
Mr. Matthew Henry, in 8vo. and 128. 


2. A Funeral Sermon on Occafion of the Death of the late 


S. Reverend Mr. Matthew Henry, The Fourth Edition. 


Theſe two above mention d by the Reverend Mr. V. Tong, 
A Guide te Prayer. By the Reverend Mr. J. Watts. 


A Treatiſe of being Born again. By the Reverend Mr. 
S. Wright. | 


Chriſt every Chriſtian's Pattern. By the Reverend Mr. 
R. Murrey. 


The Family Inſtructor. In Three Parts. The Second Edition. 
Health: An Eſſay on its Nature, Value, Uncertainty, Preſer- 


vation and beſt Improvement. By the Reverend Mr. Groſvenor. 
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